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dependence, may become want to use trie laws enacted for the vindication
contemptuous, angry or insulting ex- - of public and private rights, nor the
pressions at every adverse ruling un-- j officers CuA.ged w.. the duty of afl- -

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE
STATE OF NEVADA

tin the matter of Alfred Chartz, Esq.,
for Contempt

DECISION
Respondent wa3 commanded to

i.show cause whw he should not be

these tribunals o or the tup-po- rt

and irese:atiua of their reaves-taoillt- y

and independence; it has ex-

isted from the eai.. i. u ; iol to wbic h
the annals of iut,i.rud;a?e entend;
and, except in a lew cass of narty vio-
lence, it has been sanctioned and es
tablished by the experience of tges."

his brief or argument is to assist tue
court in ascertaining the truth per-
taining to the pertinent facts, the real
effect of decisions and the law appli-
cable in the case, and he far oversteps
the bounds of professional conduct
when he reports to misrepresentation,
fal3e charges or vilification.

He may iully present, discuss and
argue the evidence and the law and

SPECIAL EXCURSION SA
FRANCISCO TO CITY OF MEXICO
AND RETURN. DECEMBER 16th,
1905.
A select party Js being organized Ly

the Southern Pacific to leave Sai
Francisco tor Mexico City, December
16th, .1905. Train will contain fina
vestibule sleepers and dining car, all

adjudged guilty of contempt for hav- -

ying, as an attorney or record in the
Liuatter of the application of Peter Kair freely indicate wherein he beuees

ta it become the court s clear duty ministering them. 128 U. S. 313.
to check the habit by the severe les- - i In re Wooley 1 Ky. 9a, it was held
son of a punisnment for contempt. '

L-- to incorporate into a pction for
The single insulting expression for rehearing the statement that ' Your
which the court punisnes may there-- ' .onors nave rendered an unjust de-for- e

seem to those Knowing nothing of cree," and othe.- - insulting matter, is
the prior conduct of the attorney, ana to commit in open court an act ecu-lookin- g

only at the single remark, a stituting a contempt on the part of the
matter which might well be unnotic- - attorney; and hat where the lan-ed- ;

and yet if all the conduct of the guage spoken or written isof itselt
attorney was Known, tne duty of in- - necessarily offensive, the disavowal ot
terference and punis. ment might be an intention fo commit a contemnt
clear may tend to excuse but cannot justify
'We remark finally, that while from j the act. From a paragraph in that

the very nature of things the power opinion we quote:

or a Writ of habeas Corpus filed in that decisions and rulings are wrong or

Lord ivlayor of London's case, 3 Wil-
son, 188; opinion o.. Kent, C. J., in
the case of Yates, 4 Johns, 317; John-
son v. The Commonwealth 1 Bibb 5'JS.

At page 206 of Weeks on Attorneys.
2d edition it is said:

"Language may be contemptuous.
w..ether written or spoken; and if in
the presence of the court, notice is

this court a petition for rehearing iu j erroneous, but this he may do with- -

K'hich he made use of the following out effectually making bald accusa- -

of a court to punish for contempt is

Btatement: tions against the motives and intelli- -

"In my opinion, the decisions favor- - ; gence of the court, or being discour-in- g

the power of the State to l;mit the j teous or resorting to abuse which is
hours of labor, on the ground of the j not argument nor convincing to rea-poli-

power of the State , are a'.I soning minds. If' respondent has no
trong, and written by men who have j respect for the justices, he ought to
never performed manual labor, or ry j have enough regard for his position
politicians and for politics. They do at the bar to refrain from attacting
not know what they wrote about." the, tribunal of which he is a mem- -

Respondent apea'red in response to her, and which 'the people, thro.ugh
the citation, filed a brief and made an i the Constitution fend bv general con-ex- f

ended address to the Court in j sent hae made the final interp-ete- r

which he took the position that the jf the laws which ne, as an officer
words in question were not contempt- -

j
f the court, has sworn to uphold

ions; disavowed any intention to coai-- iand protect.
Tr,it a rnntemnt of court: and, further These duties are so plain that any

the way on going trip. Time limit
will be sixty days, enabling excursion-
ists to make side trips from City ct
Mexico to points of interest. On re-

turn trip, stopovers will be allowed at
points on the main lines of Mexican
Central, Santa Fe or Southern Paci-
fic. An excursion manager will be is
charge and make all arrangements.

Round trip rate from San FrancisC3
sso.oo.

Pullman berth rate to City of Mex-
ico, 512.00.

For further information address In-

formation Bureau, 613 Market street,
San Francisco Cal.

ov
Liberal Offer.

a vast power, and one which, in the
hands of a corrupt or unworthy judge
may be used tyrannically and unjust-
ly, yet protection to individuals lies
in the publicity of all judicial pro-
ceedings, and the appeal which may
be made to the legislature for

against any judge who
proves himself unworthy of the power
intrusted to him."

Where a contention arose between

not essential before punishment, ar.d
scandalous and insulting matter in a
petition for rehearing is equivalent
to the commission in open court of an
act constituting a contempt. When
the language is capable of explana-
tion, and is explained, the proceedings
must be discontinued; but where it
is offensive and insulting per se. the
disavowal of an intention to commit
a contempt may tend to excuse, but
cannot, justify the act. From an open,
notorious and public insult to a court
for which an attorney contumaciously
refused in any way to atone, he was
fined for contempt, and his authority
to practice revoked."

Other authorities in lino y.uh these

"An attorney may unht lumselt tor
the of his profession by the
manner in which he conducts himself
in his intersourse with the courts. He
may be honest and capable, and yet
he may so conduct himself as to contin-

ually interrupt the business of the
courts in which he practices; or he
may by a systematic and continuous
course of conduct, render it impossi-
ble for the courts to preserve their
self-respe- and the respect of the
public and at the same time permit
him to act as an officer and attorney.
An attorney who thus studiously and
systematically attempts to bring the
tribunals of justice into puhUc con-

tempt is an unfit person to hold the
nnsition and exercise the privileges of

that if the langauge was by the court departure from them by a member j counsel as to whether a witness had
,..r.,..i lo be objectionable, he apoli-- ! of the liar would seem to be willful not already answered a certain ques- -

tion, and the court after hearing thef ! it h r- - and asked tat the ami intentional misconciuet.... TI ..... . . - 1.

we have mentioned are cifed in the

reporter's notes read, decided that
she bad answered it. whereupon one
of the attorneys sprang to his feet,
raid, turning to the court, sa.t. in a
loud tone and insulting manner:

cr.e j.0 tiri"..' n from tne petition. i win is u Mmmru lor
In considering the foregoins state- - contempt anrl to maintain dignity in

ment it is proper to note thr.t in the their proceedings is inherent and is
briefs filed by Respondent upon th3 as .courts are old. it is also

n 'provided by statute. Ry nnalogy we
hearing of the case in tne first
cr,T,r.0 Ti a ed lancuaze of slmlUr note the adjudications and penalties

note to re Cary. 10 Fed. Bn;

an officer of these tribunals. An open
' ! Cyc. V. 20. where it is. said tha

I beg to advise my patrons thtt tha
price of disc records (either Victor
or Columbia), to take effect immo-- '
diately,. will be as follows until fur-

ther notice: .

She ha not answered the question" contempt may lie commuted iy in
mnort which this court did not ta.te ' imposed in a few of the many cases. hw that the attorney was guilty of

notorious and public insult to the
highest judicial tribunal of the State
f.-- i- wlnV-l- i mi artnrner ror.tnmaciouslv

serting m pleadings, liriets. motion-- ,
rsrn7arce of attributing its se lo Cotungham imprisoned fc-- ccntemnt regardless of. the question Tpn inoh rlil.--c fnrmirlu 7n ro.iflwhether the decision of e court was j refuses m any way to atone, may jus-rig-

or wrong." RusseU v. Circuit j tifj. tne refu"sa of that tribunal to
Judge. 07 loa, 102. j recognize him in the future as one of

In Sears v. Starbird. 75 Cal. 91, 7 i 0ffjCers.". , - r a ii i

will be sold for CO cents.
Seven inch records formerly 50.

now 35c. Take advantage of this of--

arguments, petitions for rrhea rind or
other papers filed in court insulting
or contemptuous language, reflecting
on the integrity of the court.

By using the objectionable language
stated respondent became guilty of a
contempt which no con.sf ruction ot
the words can excuse or purge. His

over zealousness upon the part ot mund Lechmere Cnarlton a barrister
and member of the House of Com-tur- o

counsel, but wnich was of such a :in- -

that th Attorney General in h's n.ons for sending a scandalous letter
of the masters of the court.oneas insinuat- - o

replv brief referred to i
In that the Legislature in enacting and a committee from that bouy. after
and this court in sustaining the law an investigation, reported th?t in their

v'in-- r "imnelled or controlled by ('Pinion his -- clnim tQ he discharged

Am. sst. ii-- . a i."iti lt uecun u, . Iri ,v cooper "2 vt. "G2. the re
i fer. C. W. FRIEND,

spondent was fined for ironically stat- -the trial judge was stricken trom the
record in the Supreme Court, because VVrr tn lllclirp f.f tho HPaCP. 1 tninlv

ftTn mvthical political influence r , .roia imprisonment by reason of privi- - it contained the following: n,,;,,.). wispr than the Su- - disclaimor of an imeniional disrt s-- Notice to Hur.letrs.
Notice is hereby given that anfear. which exist.? only in itie pyro-- , le--f'- of parliament ought not to be "The. court, out ot a fullness of his

"

n t - Kodlieifl. c. J.. said: ipeot 1q the court may i:a!:iatt but
: o.n admitted. 2 ailing' and CraiS. Alt. a nones . lia.Ti in it or. , ...t. : - ! ann.-- . ;.' o n1.ir.Vi nn.lof

Also, the case and its condition at Wren the case ot reopie tweeu their counsel, or from an overzealous ns .,.,. Q. , ihi. onilPt. any explanation carinot be connrned : " " "v "
.fcl Hm t!,a nhiVpnr.nahlP lanffamra ' in New York came up a second time doSjre to adjudicate all matters, points i ? .;;,'. "t i cMrt' otherwise than as reflect. n on the in- - in (he premises owned by Theodo-- o

. '
- T . " ?: t.f Uotnra tho tHt . .., . I .s.k '" wun '" , ,; . ..... 4 . v- - . it -was used, should be taken into consia- - "mulc iuC auir ,ny. -v v.- -.

, jirguaieiuij a.v:i uuis, aiuw uh, u j Rfweer difficint. it may le either j itugfin-- au motives ot me coun, hiuibis, ui u piubevuteu. a. lib
eration. The proceeding, in which commenced, the prisoner's counsel pri- -

any degree of propriety under the law. j
f e

. and which could scarcely have been . lteii number of permits vill be sold
i;made for any other purpose unless to !

at $5 for the season or 50 cents fornetition was filed, had been vateiy nanuen to me juuge a letter. patch and doctor up the cause of the "Wp dr not sop that thr relator has
any alternative left him but the sub- - j intimidate or improperly influence our
mission to what .ie no doubt regards decision.
as a misapprehension of the law. both As we have seen, attorneys have

brought to test the mstitutionality couched in respectful language, in
of a section of an Act of the Legisla- - w.iich they stated, substantially, that

their tlient feared, from the ctrcura-da- yhourstare limiting labor to eight per
in smelters and other ore redue- - stances of the former trial, that the

tion works, except in cases of emer- - 'Judge had .conceived a prejudice
against him. and that his mind wasgency where life or property is in

plain, .ffs. whic... perhaps, the cara-lessne-ss

of their counsel had left in
such a conditio: as to entitle them to
no relief whatever."

In reference to this language it was
said in the opinion:

on the part of the justice and of this been severely punished fur using lan
guage in many instances nor so rep-
rehensible, but m view of the disa-
vowal in open court we have conclud

court. And in that respect he is in a
condition very similar to many who
have failed to convince others of the
soundness of their own views, or to

'i.ero is a net intimation tnatimminent nwr Stat. 1903. T. 3. not m tne unmaseu lunui.-.- i

one day.

OFFICE COUNTY AUDITOR
To the Honorable, the Board of Con.

ty Commissioners, Gentlemen:
In compliance with the law. H

herewith submit my quarterly r
port showing receipts and disburse

ments of Ormsby County, during
the quarter ending Dec. 30, 1905.

Quarterly Report.

Thir Art ha tiassed the Lezislature ' sary to anorn an impartial uwi. ami tn ,,; .1 of -- ie court oelow did not ed not to impose a penalty so harsh
became convinced themselves o fthetr.as disbarment, or suspension from
falacy." practice, or fine or imprisonment.

In Mahoney v. State.. 1- - X. E. 151. xor do we forget that on presc-ib- ii g
an attorney was fined $50 for saying ar.ar.st the m'scocl ict of ast-rnc- ys

almost unanimously and had receiv- - respectfully requested him to consici- -
act fronj ,iroper motives. but from a

ed the Governor's approval. At tne whether he should not relinquish lcve of the parties or their counsel,
' the dutv of at the trial to iha record whichtime of filing the petition, respondent presiding We see nothing vi

was aware that tho court had pre-- " some other Jude' at the saTe time 8Ug?.?st.s that such was the case. On

viously sustained th validity of th
' declaring that no personal disrespect the contrary. e action complained of

ti the hour3 was intended toward the judge of the seems to us t0 have been entirely
f,w 1 L!1"! p, nl court. The judge retained the letter .jroper: See fell v. Reese. 47 Cal. 340

I want to see whether the court is litigants ought vol to be punished cr
ngttt or '.ot i t ) ku.-i- nemer nrevented from rt.ainniminnr in the
T m crnintr te lioarH in tilic fas in '

case all petitions, pleadings, and pa--
Rovre w Ko7 T 65 U R and veDt' on with the tnaL At the The brief, therefore contains a grounu- -

oil. to Y. , il,, rtr-a- J V,i-o- o . : 1 f or n.v.."the interests of my.client i7' adJ U1- - eT1 of the write to" a fine ot 5250 each, ve of tSe ot the cciuft behw. J and making other insolent statements
Tn 'Rpfin-.a- v. State 2S Ind.. the iudsev. . v v. .wail in :v Kir - ' n ,1 tmi Kl i rn 1 rOnfl m Qn.'lorl t Vl f rt h- -l J n trA Kn rt rf

pers essential to the preservation and
enforcement of lhatr rights.

It is ordered that the offensive pet-
ition be stricken from the files. Ihat
respondent stand reprimanded and
warned, and tnat he pay the costs of
this proceeding.

Talbot, J.
I concur

Norcross, J.

nM ilTe SUttLULef, naa ' 1 ers. the junior counsel, at the time ex- -
professional propriety. Every person

Ty S,,pme Court of ."! pressing the opinion that if such aj on his admission to the bar takes an
cf,ti h"preme Court of the tfafSfc. thing had been cone by them in Eng-- ! oath to 'faithfully discharge the

r?.wi Cll3 ?5 te v' KoldiM. land, they would have been "expelled ties of an attrnf v and ouncelcr.-1- 4
and 86, 46 P. 757 and 110S,. -- om the bar wuhin one hour." The surely sucu a course as was taken in

Ormsby County, Nevada.
Balance iu County Treasury at

end of. last quarter" "?108 77

County license 6!9 15

Gaming license lt37 50

Liquor license 00
Fees of Co. officers 527 05 j

Fines in Justice Court 125 00

Rent of Co. biuliding 302 50

2nd. Inst taxes 103 43

Slot machine license 282 0

S. A. apportionment school J

money 5424 it
Deliquent taxes 181 4t
Cigarette license 42 3

Douglas Co., road work ....18 00

Keep W. Bowen .. ..: 45 00

Keep C. B. ftall 15 00

:. u iUO' "oiaen nsel at the time pretested tnat
Hardy 1C9 U. S. 366, 18 Sup. Ct. 383; intended no contempt of
Short v. Mining Company, Zv Utah, 20, j th and that they felt and

7 P. 720, 45 L. R. A., 603, nd by the to express no disres- -

b 'ipreme Court of the State of Mis- -
' intenQ the judge but taat their ac.

soui re Cantwell, 179 Mo. 245, 78 S. Pect fcr n taken 5n furtherance of
tion had emed s a interests- . - .

In this matter my Concurrence is
special and to luis extent:

The language used by the respon-
dent in his petition for a
and on which the contempt proceed-
ing was based, was, in ray opinion.

this case is not in compliance w.---th-

duty. In Friedlander v. Sumner
G. & S. M. Co., 61 cal. 117. The court
said:

"If . unfortunately counsel in amy

casj shall ever so far fjrget himscif
as willfully to employ langauge mani-

festly disrespectful to the judge of the
superior court a thing not to be an-

ticipated we shall deem it our duty
to treat such conduct as a contempt of
this court, and to proceed according-
ly; and the briefs of the case were
ordeied to be stricken from the files."

In U. S. v. Late Corporation of
Churcl of Jesus Ch.vs: cf Later ray
Sairts. language used in the petition
filed in effect accusing the court of
an attempt to shield its receiver and
his attorneys from an investigation
of charges of gross misconduct in of

contemptuous of this court; and. of

Total 4o2l3 59

informed counsel that a question was
improper and the attorney replied:
"If we cannot examine our witnesses
he can stand aside." This language
was deemed offensive and the court
prohibited that particular attorney
from examining the next witness.

In Brown v. Brown IV Ind. 727. the
lawyer was taxed with the cost of the
action for filing and reading a petition,
for divorce which was unnecessarily
gross and indelicate.

In McCormick v. Sheridan, P. 24,
78, Cal.. "A petition for rehearing
stated that 'how or why the honorable
commission should have so eftectually
and substantially ignored and disre-
garded the uncontradicted testimony,
we do not know. It seems tnat nei-
ther the transcript nor our briefs
could have fallen under the commis-
sioners observation. A more disin-geniou- s

and misleading statement of
the evidence could not well be made.
It is substantialy untrue and unwar-
ranted. The decision seems to us to
be a traversity of the evidence." Held
that counsel drafting the petition was
guilty of contempt committed in the
face of the court, notwithstanding a
disavowal of disrespectful intention.
A fine of $200 was imposed with an al-

ternative of serving in jail.
The Chief Justice speaking for the

court in State v. Morrill, 16 Ark. 310
said :

"If it was the general habit of the
commuity to denounce?, degrade, and

7ai ae - and the faithful and
of i.elr CliWK charge of the r dutv.
conscientious- - fv ,d the disclaimer 'cfThe judgeacce-pl- - but refllsea to
personal disrespTett, r of intention to
believe the disdain ,4 ecforce1 the

mmit a contempt aw Journal 408,fines. 11 Albany taw
26 Am. R 752 judge out

For sending to a d. strict &f "The
of court a letter sratinig l con.
ruling you have made is dirgv and
trary to every principal of lii

, it
every body kqows I believe. v on
is our desire that no such d'edfek
shall stand unreversed in any couw

course, should not have been used.
The respondent nowever, in response
to the order of the court to show
cause why he should not be punished
therefor, appeared and disclaimed
any intention to be disrespectful or
contemptuous: and moved that if the
Court deemed the language contempt-
uous, the said language be stricken

W. 56. 11 mav not be out of pla.-r-
e

here, also' to note that the latter case
has since en affirmed by the

Court 0 the United States, and
more recently the latter tribunal,' ad-

hering to its opinion therein and in
the Utah cases, has refused to inter--

fere with the decisions of this Co
in re Kair.

it would seem therefore, a natural
and proper, if not a mvssary de-- 1

duct ion from the language ii question,
when taken in connection with the
law of the cases as enunciated by
this and other courts, that counsel,
finding that the opinion of the highest
court in the land was adverse instead
of favorable to his contentions, in that
it specifically affirmed the Utah de-

cision in Hoiden vs. Hardy, which
sustained the statute from which ours
is copied, and that all the courts nam-
ed were adverse to tue views he ad-

vocated, had resorted to abuse of the
Justices of this and other courts, and
to imputations of their motives.

The lanage Quoted is tantamount

Recapitulation
April 1st., 06. Balance cash on

hand $31277 17?8
State fund 713 73ii
General fund 4212 28

Salary fund 736 64
Co. school fund 47 69

Co. school fund Dist. 1 10138 48'4
Co. school fund Dist. 2 1S9 14

Co. shool fund Dist. 3 277 61 Vi

Co. school fund Dist. 4 212 77

fice and containing the statement that
"We must decline to assume the

$50 and suspended from pract.ee unV , SPthf oothe amount shoum be paid. In de
stigating the conduct of its

"was neja t,0 De contemptuous.
5x9.

out of his petition.
Respondent not only contended and

said that he had no intention to be
disrespectful or contemptuous, but he
also earnestly contended that the lan-
guage charged against him and which
he admitted naving used was not dis-

respectful or contemptuous. In the
last contention, I think he was plain-
ly in error.

The duty of courts in matters ot
this Viad is indeed an unpleasant one
such at least it has always appeared
to me. Yet it must sometimes be

..ii ir.. Terry. 36 Fed. 419 an extreme

livering the opinion of the Supreme
Court of Kansas in Re frior; 18 Kan:
72. 26 Am.. 747, Brewer J.. said:

"Upon this we remark, in ne first
place tnat the language of this letter
is very insulting. To say to a judge
that a certain rut.ng which he has
made is contrary to every principle oi

.3839 85

..216 1S

..m 16 i

State school fund Dist. 1

State school fund Dist. 2

State school fund Dist. 2 .

Agl. Assn fund A .686 12

in rt .
charging the court with hav-cas- e,

for bribed, resisting removal
ing Deeir . ,rt room by the marshai
from the cm n order from the bencn
acting under a. ive lan,uagei one ot

the defendant th othef f gix
thirty days and! .

,y wh h

to the c'uarge that this tribunal and AHdisregard the decisions and Judgmentslaw and that everybody .:nows it, is ... ,
A rl A c n . , n .3 C - I . ...... .the Supreme Courts of Utah Missouri certainly a most "severe imputation. done.and of the united ataies anu ue ou Wg remark secondly, that an attor-tice- s

thereof who. participated in the ney ig under speclal obligations to be montns. juuge .

made any acevrsaffo-- k agaifist the
d to he purg

of the courts, no man of self-respe-

and just pride of reputvjjn tt.-ttii- d re-

main upon the oench. and such only
would become tne ministers of the
law as were insensible to defanjation
aud contemnt. But happily for the
good order of society, men. an espec-
ially the people of this country, arc
generally disposed .to respect and
abide the decisions of (the tribunals
ordained by government , as the com

opinions upnoiaing .Mdiui ' 'u considerate and respectful in nis con-th- e

hours of labor in mines, smelters duct aQd communicat10ns to a judge
and other ore reduction works, were He u an officer of the court and jt ls
misguided by ignorance-

- or base poll- -
therefore his dl,ty to uphold its honor

tical considerations. and dignity. The independence of the
Taking the most charitable vie, profession carries with it the right

If counsel brcame so imbue- - and rots- - .

(reey tQ challense criticise and con-guide- d

by his own ideas and concm- -
demn a, matters anrl things under re

ed of the contempt by 8.ion in which he alleged V in Jfie
transaction he did not have v nf

tdea of showing any diswyPeW x

the court. It was held that this eou'd

Therefore. I concur in the conclu-
sion reached and in the order stated
in the opinion1 of Justice Talbof, to-wi- t:

"It-i- 'ordered that the offensive pet-
ition be stricken from the files, that
respondent stand reprimanded and
warned, and that he pay the cosits of
this proceeding.

Fitzgerald. C. J.
o-- o

ANNUAL STATEMENT

not avail or relieve him ana tt
said:

"The law imputes an intent, to ac-

complish the natural result of one's

gions tha' ne nonestiy auu erf'' view and in evidence. But with this
conceivea that we were coptrolledby priTUege goes the corresponding obli-Ignoran-

or sinister motives instead atioA of constant courtesv and res- -

pect toward the triuunal in which the

mon arbiters of their"
:

rights. But
where isolated. Individuals, In viola-

tion of the better instincts of human
nature." and aisregardful of law and
order, w'pntanly attempt to obstruct
tne course of public justice by disre-

garding and exciting disrespect for
the deei-iten- s of its trifciMi.i.s. every
good citizen will point them out as
proper subjects for legal animadver-
sion.

A court must naturally look first to
an enlightened and conservative bar,
governed by a high sense of profes-
sional ethics and deeply sensible, as
they always are. of its necessity to
aid in the maintenance of public res

acts, and. when those acts are oi
criminal nature, it will not accept,
against such implication the denial ot
the transgressor. No one would be
safe'if a denial or a wrongful or crimi-

nal intent would suffice to reale-- e the
violator from the punishment clue in
his offenses."

In
.-
-

an application for a writ of ha-

beas corpus growing out of that case.
Justice Harlan, speaking for the Su-

preme court of the United States said:
"We have seen that, it is a settled

ed by law and justice in determining
constitutional or other questions, and
that these other courts and judges
and the members of the legislature
and Governor were guilty cf the accu-
sation he made oecause they and we
failed to follow the theories he. ad-

vocated, and that his opinions fought
to outweigh and turn the scale against

' the decisions of the four courts nam-
ed including the highest in the land
with nineteen justices concurring,
nevertheless ft was entirely Inappro-
priate to make the statement in brief,
i If he really believed or knew of

proceedings are pending. And the
fact-th- at the tribunal is an inferior
one, and its rulings not final and with-
out appeal, does not diminish in the
slightest degree Ihis obligation of
courtesy- - and , respect. A, justice of
the peace before whom t.He most trif-
ling matter, is being litigated is en-

titled to receive from every attorney
in the case corteous and respectful
treatment A failure to extepd this
courtesy and respectful treatment Is
a failure of duty; and it may be $q

Co. school fund Dist.l Spcl .7390 20
Co. school fund Dist. 1 library

108 40
Co school fund Dist. 3 library

6 50
Co. school fund Dist. 4 library

...6 50
Total $31277 17

T H. VA NETTEIC
county Treasurer.

Disbursements
General fund 4203 67
Salary fund 2560 ((
County school fund 60 00
Co. school fund Dist. 1 338 65
Co. school fund Dist. 2 173 10
Co school fund Dist. 3 19 83
Co. school fund Dist. 4 122 00
State school fund Dist 1 2611 65
State school fund Dist 2 lo 00
State school fund Dist 3 120 00
State school fund Dist 4 110 00
Co. school fund ...60 00
Co. school fund Spcl building
" 6377 50

Total 16936 4?
Recapitulation

Cash in Treasury January 1, 1906--

r ..39108 77

Receipts from January 1st to
March 31st 1906 9104 81

Disbursements from January 1st
to March 31st 1906.. '.T... 16936 42

Balance cash in Co. Treasury
April 1st 1906 ....3U7i 17
t i : JH. DIBTERICH

IRfJffl. Ciwmty Auditor

r doctrine in the jurisprudence both of
gross a dereliction as to warrant the England and of this country, never

facts to sustain the charge he.maifel pect for its opinions."
In Somers v. Torrey. 5 Paige Ch. 64

Of The Continental Casualty Company
Of Hammond Indiana.
General office, Chicago. Iillsr

Capital (paid up) $ . 300,000 00
Assets 1,708.611 28
Liabilities, exclusive of capi-

tal and" net surplus .. 1,157,641 70
Income

Premiums 2,129,749 3
Other sources . . . . 30,476 :

Total income, 1905 2,160,226 Jib

Expenditures
Losses 993.904 Ml
Dividends 16,500 00
Other expenditures .:. 1.113,131 64
Total expenditures, 1905 2,123,536 45

Business 1905
Risks written now
Premiums 2.6.13.875 25
Losses incurred 1,009,644 SI

Nevada Business
Risks written none
Premiums received 20.025 5
Losses paid 8,544 o-- j

Losses incurred 8,634 5i$
A. A. SMITH, Secretary.

Exercise . of ihe, power to punish for
contempt. .. .28 Am. D. 411, it was held that the at- -

It 1s so that In every case where a
judge decides for one party,, he de-
cides against another; and oftimes

suposed to be in conflict with the lib-

erty of the citizens, that for direct
contempt committed in the face of
the court, at least, one of superior
jurisdiction, the offender may in its
discretion, be instantly apprehended
and immediately Imprisoned, without
trial, or issue, and,, without qther proof
than its actual knowledge of what, oc-

curred; . and that according to an un-

broken chain of authorities reaching
back to the earliest times, such pow

he ought to have been aware tnat tne
purpose of such a documeat is to' en-

lighten the court in regard to the
controlling facts and the law. and
convince by argument, and not to
abuse and vilify, and that this court
Is not endowed with power to hear
or determine charges impeaching Its
Justices. On the other hand If he
did not believe the accusation and
made It with a aesire to mislead, In-

timidate or swerve from duty the
fCourt in Its decision, the statement

torneyw ho put his hand to scandalous
and impertinent matter stood against
the complainant and one. not a party
to the suit is liaDle to the censure of
the court and chargaable with the
co,st 9' the proceedings to have it ex-

punged from the record. '

.In State v. Grailhe. 1 La. Am. 183,
the court held that it could not con-

sistently with its duty receive a brief

both parties are before hand equally
confident and sanguine. The disap-
pointment, therefore, is great, and It
Is not in human nature that there
should be other than bitter feeling
which often reaches to the judge as
the cause of the supposed wrong. f.A
judge, therefore, ought to be patient,
and tolerate everytning that appears
but the momentary outbreak of dis-

appointment. A second thought trill

expressed in disrespectful language,
and. ordered the clerk (o take it from
th file. - " V

.would be the more censurable. So,

The Sierra Vvada ntlnlncr onmfiMwithat taking eituer view, whether
believed or disbelieved the

er, although arbitrary in its nature
and liable to abuse, Js absolutely es-

sential to the protc-tD-
n rir th

courts, in the discharge .of their, func-
tions. Without it judciial tribunals
would be at, the "mercy of the disor-
derly aad tleleat, wV respect neither

generally make a party ashamed; ofcharge lie mm. cn ura--
v Referring to the rights of courts to J. '2,22.67 frem leaserspunish for contempt. Blackford. J.. tarcelTe opar-Stttf- e

rJSpt. 1 Blaekf. lft. said: tin on-Ced-
ar HiTI daring th h

TPhir great -- owr Is entrusted f Febrmaar. v ... .

fnuiit u warranted and content-- 1 such an outbreak. 8s am attorney


